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~ THE "NATION ' “1 

Rankin Bloc Censors Congressional Record; 

Curbs Speeches Defending Winchell and Carlson 


By Nathan Robertson 

PITs Bureau 

WASHINGTON, Apr. 26— The Rankin bloc in Congress— headed by 
Reps. John Rankin (Miss.-poll taxer) and Clare Hoffman (R., Mich.) -has 
clamped down a tight censorship to keep criticisms of them or any defense of 
their critics out of Congressional debate and out of the Congressional Record. 

Rankin and Hoffman opened their bold censorship campaign yesterday by: 

H Blocking an attempt by Rep. Martin T. Kennedy (D., N. Y.) to have 
printed in the Record Walter WincheU’s reply to Martin Dies’ attack on him 
although Dies’ attack has already been placed in the Record. 

H Moving' tq have stricken from the Record John Roy Carlson’s defense of 
himself against the, attacks made on him in Congress. This defense, which was 
printed in PM Monday, had been placed in the Record by Rep. Herman P. 
Eberharter (D., Pa.). 

1j Forcing an adjournment of the House to prevent Rep. Arthur Klein (D., 
N. Y.) from delivering a speech in defense of Carlson and his book Under Cover. 

H Announcing that they would not permit any more attacks on members of 
Congress to be printed in the Congressional Record. 

Hoffmans Attacks Printed in ‘Record’ 

Even in the midst of their campaign to censor any defense of Winchell or 
Carlson, Hoffman and Rankin continued to pour into the Record their own 
vicious attacks on Carlson, Winchell and others who have dared to question the 
activities of such Congressmen as Ploffman and Rankin. 

The attempt to discredit Carlson, and prevent any defense of him un- 
doubtedly was inspired by Congressional fear that his book Under Cover will be 
used in the current sedition trial here to link members of Congress with the 
defendants in that trial. 

Congressional hysteria over public criticism of members of Congress spread 
meanwhile to the Senate, where Sens. Kenneth McKellar and Tom Stewart 
(Tennessee poll taxers) and A. B. Happy’ Chandler (D., Ky.) denounced Drew 
Pearson for his attacks on Congressmen. 

McKellar called Pearson “an ignorant ass” and a ‘liar” for his column expos- 
ing . j Tenn f, ssee Senator as a mean-tempered patronage grabber. Denying that 
he had ever “pulled a knife” on another Senator as Pearson charged, McKellar 
said the Merry-Go-Round column was “full of lies.” 

Sees Plot to Destroy Congress 

■ Although the burden of Pearson’s story-that McKellar is a patronage hound 
-is acknowledged from one end of Washington to the other, Chandler hied 
to picture the columnist as plotting to destroy Congress. 

Tliis is the same smokescreen that members of the Rankin bloc in the 
House use to censor criticism of members of Congress. Smarting at the public 


criticism of their conduct, these Congressmen are trying to smear everyone who 
attacks them, and then to prevent any rebuttals. 

These tactics dominated the whole session of the House yesterday. At the 
start of the session Rankin blocked Kennedy’s attempt to get Winchell’s story 
intojthe Record. Then Hoffman took the. floor on a question of “personal privi- 
lege” to demand that Carlson’s defense of himself be stricken from the Record. 

Hoffman said that Eberharter’s insertion of the Carlson statement was a 
violation of House rules because the statement attacked members of Congress 
by name. Hoffman ^said Carlson’s statement that he had “echoed in the House 
a typical fascist he” reflected on his “integrity and patriotism.” 

Carlson’s ‘Insinuations’ (Sailed Disloyal 

Launching another attack on Carlson’s book, Hoffman said “it mentions by 
name 20 Senators, 41 members of the House, and by insinuation and innuendo, 
attempts to create the impression that many of those so named are disloyal, 
unpatriotic and seek the overthrow of the Government.” 

Then, announcing that he would block any further charges against the 
loyaltv of members of Congress from going into the Record, Hoffman submitted 
a resolution to strike out of the Record Carlson’s defense statement. 

Rankin, after a brief speech supporting the resolution, asked for a vote. 
The Mississippian denounced Carlson and called Frank Kingdon, former head 
of Newark University and an official of Freedom House, a Communist. 

Meanwhile, Hoffman conferred with Speaker Sam Rayburn and modified 
his resolution to refer to the Rules Commitee the question of eliminating Carl- 
son s statement from the Record. It was passed in that form, despite tire absence 
of Eberharter. 

Hoffman Blocks Klein’s Speech 

The highlight of the censorship campaign came a few minutes later when 
Klein got die floor under a special order of die House permitting him to speak. 
After praising die Administration’s conduct of the war, he began to criticize 
racial attacks in Congress and the Congressional attempt to smear Carlson. 

Hqffman quickly jumped to the floor and raised the point of order diat no 
quorum was present. It was obvious no quorum was present, because die House 
has agreed to do no business this week and many members are out of town. No 
quorum had been present when Hoffman got his resolution adopted a few min- 
utes earlier. 

—^Although usually when a member is making a speech under a special order 
no question of quorum is raised, Hoffman’s point forced House leaders to ad- 
journ die session and Klein s speech was cut in half, despite his permission from 
the House to speak. 

The New Yorker announced he would keep trying until he gets the speech 
into the Record, but he has no time reserved and Hoffman may continue to 
block him from making it 


Rep. Klein ’s Speech Which Hoffman Tried to Suppress 


Here are the highlights of a speech bu Rep. Arthut G. 
Klein (D. } N. Y.) which Rep. Clare Hoffman (R., Mich.) 
prevented him from delivering in the House yesterday- 
in an effort to keep it from the American people and 
Congress : 

Most of all, they (my constituents) are gravely dis- 
turbed because in dieir eyes the Congress to which they 
normally look for the safeguard of our liberties and in- 
stitutions does not seem to diem to have shown enough 
awareness and concern for what they regard as one of 
our great problems; the task of national unity, the avoid- 
ance of inner conflicts and die maintenance of harmony 
among all Americans of all racial and religious groups. 

They see in such racial attacks, and in my opinion 
correctly, a corrosion of the very foundations of our na- 
tional structure. They see in such attacks however veiled, 
however artfully presented, die unleashing of forces which 
would reduce our great country to a disunited and di- 
vided people. They know, moreover, that this is a Presi- 
dential election year, and diat unless checked, these im- 
pulses will have an effect upon our national development 
that will extend far beyond the politics and circumstances 
of any one year. 

Defends ‘Under Cover’ 

This is not dealing with a figurative fear; this is real- 
ity itself. My district is composed of Americans of numer- 
ous origins, of different races and religious beliefs. My 
constituents have demonstrated, by dieir daily lives, the 
essence of living together peacefully and harmoniously. 
Broad and offensive generalization about groups in the 
population; careless slurs and innuendos whicn can be 
interpreted as directed against one or another group;— 
such things become tinder for social conflagration. They 
have learned to steer clear of diem. They expect this 
distinguished body to do so with even more scrupulous 
care. 

They fail to understand, for instance, the reasons for 


and the character ol die attack on John Roy Carlson, 
whose book L mder Cover has opened the eyes of so many 
to the existence of subversive propaganda and propa- 
gandists in our own midst. They are puzzled diat die 
broad and profound values of the book should he over- 
looked and indeed thrust aside because of trivialities. 

They are pained diat the essence of the revelations 
of diat book should in any way be obscured by irrelevant 
considerations about the author as a naturalized Ameri- 
can. 

Carlson’s Method Like FBI’s 

They are pained diat, because John Roy Carlson is only 
a pen name for the author's real name, Ardiur Derounian, 
diat this fact should be made the basis for an -assault upon 
the inherent and intrinsic values of the revelations. And 
they cannot be led to believe that because the author 
adopted the procedure natural to such exposure, that is 
to say, because he passed himself off as a member of 
these subversive groups in order to gain their confidence, 
that that justifies contempt and vituperations upon him. 

How, they ask, can full information of this kind be 
secured except by such methods that must have been 
deeply painful to young Derounian. Shall those methods 
be abandoned by our FBI, by our military and naval in- 
telligence, by our local police forces? Is there not some- 
thing confusing and troublesome in thus concentrating 
attacks on the author's justified procedure? And what is 
the purpose of such abuse? 

For the issues that are treated in die book, the revela- 
tions that are made, and their high average of accuracy 
are far too important for light dismissal. They are more 
important than the man who happens to be the author, 
who labored for years with great risk to himself to gather 
the vast compilation of information. They are more im- 
portant because they touch the lives of millions of 
Americans, and our future harmony and stability. Who 
Mr. Carlson is, is of no great moment but what we pro- 


pose to do about the situation revealed in his book and in 
scores of other ways is of first importance. 

The corrupting influence of innuendo, of generaliza- 
tion about religious and racial groups of our nation, the 
mockery of our democratic institutions, the sinister 
whisperings, are too grave to be treated cavalierly. Let 
uiem not be underestimated. They have destroyed 
democracy before in odier lands. They may yet prove 
diabolically efficient instruments to injure our own. 

I feel that we have a formidable task ahead to.strength- 
en the ramparts we watch,” the inner ramparts of our 
democracy, of our social stability. Let us not decry those 
who seek to uncover the menace by inconsequential be-, 
hidings of their purpose and of their achievement. 

Dies- Winchell Dispute 

My constituents were puzzled by the clash between 
the worthy gentleman from Texas, Mr. Dies, and the 
columnist and radio speaker, Walter Winchell. They are 
all the more puzzled as to what all the shootin’ is about 
when they know from the records of both, the desire of 
bodi to expose subversive forces in this country and in- 
deed their past collaboration in just that patriotic ob- 
jective. This should not be a question of one or another 
individual. 

Mr. Winchell earns his living by the honest calling of 
a newspaper column writer and the equally honest call- 
ing of radio broadcaster. 

But I am sure that neither the gendeman from Texas 
nor any of the odier members who have excoriated and 
berated Mr. Winchell on the floor of this House, will, on 
reflection, insist that he himself has been blameless in this 
regard. Shall such lapses be permitted to divert us from 
our proper concern widi the pernicious forces? If we do 
so persist we will be an example of the success of the 
very practice of divide and conquer, against which we 
all ought to be alert. 


